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ATTORNEY DOCKET 2685/1 1 2305 


SERIAL NUMBER 


FILING DATE 


EXAMINER 


ART UNIT 


09/072,784 


May 6, 1998 


Wenpeng 


2724 






Chen 




INVENTION TITLE 

Method and Apparatus to Prioritize Video 
Information During Coding and Decoding 


APPLICANT 

HASKELL, et al. 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 

Transmitted herewith is an Amendment in the above-identified application. 
1 . The filing fee has been calculated as shown below: 
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CLAIMS AFTER 
AMENDMENT 



MOST CLAIMS 
PAID FOR 



NUMBER 
EXTRA 



RATE (Sfc> 
O 



FEE ($) 



TOTAL CLAIMS 



23 



27 



22.00 



0.00 



INDEPENDENT CLAIMS 



80.00 



0.00 



MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM ADDED 



TOTAL 



0.00 



If applicant is a small entity under 37 C.F.R. §1.9 and §1.27, 
then divide total fee by 2, and enter amount here. 



SMALL ENTITY 
TOTAL 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge for underpayment, or credit for overpayment, 
Kenyon & Kenyon s Deposit Account No. 1 1-0600 for: 

a. Any additional filing fees required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16. 

b. Any patent application processing fees under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17. 

A duplicate of this sheet is attached. 



Date: April 27, 2000 



KENYON & KENYON 
1500 K Street, N.W., Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 220-4200 - Telephone 
(202) 220-4201 - Facsimile 



Sinan Utku (Reg. No. 46,137) 



DC01 326767 v 1 



PATENT 
2685/112305 Goldschlag 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

INVENTOR: Haskell et al. 




SERIAL NO.: 09/072,784 



FILING DATE: May 6, 1998 



TITLE: Method and Apparatus to Prioritize 
Video Information During Coding and 
Decoding 



rROUP ART UNIT: 2724 
EXAMINER: Wenpeng Chen 
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ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
Washington, DC 20231 

AMENDMENT 

SIR: 

In response to the Office Action mailed on January 27, 2000, the Applicants submit 
the following remarks. The Applicants thank the Examiner for extending the courtesy of an 
Office Interview in connection with the case on April 26, 2000. The amendments and 
remarks herein are consistent with the Examiner's suggestions during the Office Interview. 
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IN THE DRAWINGS : 

The Office Action dated January 27, 2000 indicated that Figure 1 should be 
designated by a legend such as "Prior Art." Figure 1 is discussed in the specification in the 
section entitled "Background of the Invention." However, this section apart from describing 
prior art, also includes "other information disclosed or known to the applicant." MPEP 
608.01(c)(2). Therefore, there is no presumption that Figure 1 is prior art, and Applicants 
should not be required to label Figure 1 as "Prior Art." 
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